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This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1 137(b) filed 
March 28, 1997, to revive the above -identified application 

The petition is granted. 

^o i ^J P Ei i ^ ti ? n o5! Came abandoned f °r failure to timely respond 
to the nonfinal Office action mailed December 28, 1995, which set 
a three month shortened statutory period for filing a response 
No extensions of time having been obtained pursuant to the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a), the date of abandonment of this 
application is March 29, 1996. Therefore, since this petition 
was filed within one year of the date of abandonment, the 

37 CFR°l 13 7^(b^ eS Wlth ^ fUing Peri ° d requirement in 

The petition states that the taking of action in this case "was 

fTlTT^T 117 del ^ ed -" " is noted that this potion was 
filed on the next to last day of the one year filing period 
requirement m 37 CFR 1.137(b). Petitioner is advised that the 

int^nnLfi Pe J 1 ? :i0n . Und ! r the unin tentional standard cannot be 
intentionally delayed and therefore should be filed promptly A 

sStement e ?S? fT^i ^ t0 unint entional delay cannotmake a 
statement that the delay was unintentional unless the entire 

?hi a =;^ nC ? din9 the delay from the date it was discovered that 
the application was abandoned until the filing of the petition to 

thir^rff 37 CFR 1 : 137 « b >' was unintentional, a sta?emen? 
that the delay was unintentional is not appropriate if petitioner 

3? CFiT^^lf the flling ° f a P^ition for revival unde? 
con^in I ( K • The statement presented in the petition will be 

SStstSndina Of??^ n9 ^ thS d6lay in timely responding to the 
outstanding Office action, as well as the delay in filing the 
instant petition to revive, was unintentional. If this is an 
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The application file is being forwarded to Group 1800 . 
SiSSlSLW^SSf!^ thlE be ^-ected to the 




ranees Hid 
Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 



° f ?i Ce D°5 the De P ut y Assistant Commissioner 
for Patent Policy and Project £ 
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